to transistors Ti and T2, as shown in FIG. 5. Notably, Stewart's current source is not connected 
e j end si Ik v. < ed Rati er 

Stewart's FIG. 5 discloses the power source line and the current source line are connected to the 
s tie endo he capacito A.s such. Stew ti i lesc > s sg - c source te 

i.omaeeh.d u) i <- he. Ki 1 \ i m t a ism m> i ^ 

sporsr ! < 1 m iui c i ii v v i rack d n s < < 

as: \pplic[at test! Steward d* not teac s s ! second sisto eu 
capacitor element connected to the gate electrodes of die first transistor and the second 
Iran si ^ is m correct, hut it i ntire p )f appik 

poor argument, w inch is that Stewart does not desc ode or suggest a roue source line connected 

io v » ipac relt sod a current sonrc c ^d 1 1 < id of the 

capacitor element. In particular. Stewart does not describe or suggest a capacitor element having 
a current source line and a powt - > rce connected ti d fifei 11 ends 

Accordingly, for at least these reasons, applicant requests reconsideration and withdrawal 
ot he m ec' cm . j>-i i a J - l \ xk i v 1 ^ 

Claims 6 amlS 

Similarly to claim 3, claim 6 also recites a current source circuit that includes, among 
ler eiei lis eond ira d tr an 1 

3 1 i U C >. u S St I v. I v I i v ^> 

m <j> > <d '" L „y f mv") aiv'a - tmm c m connected m he ';r ' end mbo'n 
r ipaatui m s 

T c i r i i raw f the rejection of dan and its dependen 

claim 8, 

Ciaims 22, 24, 26 and 28 

Smiilai i to odrrr 3m dep c < * < ~ us ad 5 - 
including a power source tine connected to one end of the capacitor element, and a current 

u 1 k i u tt ! e <.«H i-, 

reasons noted above with respect to claim 3, applicant requests reconsider; don and withdrawal 
of the rejection of claim 22 and 26 and their respective mpcndmt claims 24 and 28. 
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L n ,v On , V ( ^ 1 i v . - facia lJ)Ol \ ss fU<>? dhi! 

eeding c srrciU supplied from a powe; source line to a current source line through firs! and 
second transistors that are connected in parallel. By contrast, Stewart discloses, in FIG. 5, 
ransistoi _ i re co? tec - s \ < S c \ r eser sugges 

.ff ir s t| p e» e row < s ce I ie vK\t ^ , e t, «,>i 

\ "?,d > ' ^ , ; Mv.'eidrc wi; *~«sr t \ leib^ the^e 

< i >< n ^ C ! i v \ t 1 Cue O 

T c ' "?i r : si <v. s> s l , u ^ l n 

inresp tse hep ce aetioi fNovembc 0 erelx pphcant agai 

solicits response to these arguments. 

Claim 12 

t ! 1 > " ]J I 1 1 C OIC L s 'L V I'S i ,.s 1 

second transistor and a capacitor element connected to the gale electrodes of the first transistor 

k. e secont < to 1 , c s ic es a current so inc ai*l )owc *. urcc line 
connected to the capacitor element The method includes connecting the first and second 
t i ! ( s s f 1 p cn a ion ? $ p ci en es v\ hen 

vii * U is n rod jii 1 , - cord sa i^a is 'u 1 et to bt ci^ei 

v\ desc ed above. Stew a? ot io? describe or s g t e c e » ^ t v ! 2 

in which die ( ' i accordingly, does not describe or suggest 

connecting the transistors in parallel when a send eg operation is performed, as recited i claim 
12. For at leas; these reasons, applicant requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection 
o f claim 12. 

I oe act o s oi ed applica t 
in response to the previous office action of November 15, 2005. Therefore, applicant again 
w»! c; s re^ron^ " "Ksv t je,. ■- 

Claim 19 

in leoendcj t claim i^was addc t pnor :cgi ;r.sc and ins act ci , .ald'cssed in this 
CO ^ ! e a a i Us s < n i i s v j J3 u ( { ■> s % to { 

otherwise provides no rationale tor the rejection. 
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to v him 3, w\re\ t >. men i 1 v «; u v 1 'do c « » e MMichcoi , w to ^ s <. 
the caput Hoi t < m nt and a eurrer sourcs > mec et to i e >//- »r end o) 0 t \,r i r< 
element Accordingly, lor at least the reasons noted above with respect to claim 3, applicant 
requests reconsideration and Withdrawal of the rejection of claim 19. 
Refections saader Section .103 

Claims 4, 7, 20, 23, 25, 2 7 and 29. each of which depends from, one of independent 
claims 3 ? 6, i 9, 22 or 26, have been rejected as being unpatentable over Stewart in view of 
Yamagishi (US, Patent No. 6,501.466). Yaroagishi, which is cited in the action for disclosing a 
current soiree system iuvnu imns>««or«5 of a P-channtl tvpe. dues not renwdy the failure of 
e- ,\\ v. Ols .\ m. k ^ . e »Ki » i be meependun c>>r< Ac uuisr ! \ 
applicant respectfully requests withdrawal of die rejections of claims 4, 7, 30, 23, 25, 27 and 29 

1 hi is< - v. se< h ith ct t s independen i 

2 ■ - in 1 8 md 21 Not Addressed in Action 

Independent claim 16 and dependent claims 17, 18 and 21 were added in the p 
response, but were not addressed in this action liti particular, %\ ^ el ee Action Sun 
nd-cates tbat clan =. ( h ; id ww^civu U ct es lo.n sn " m i- ! c, e ev t . x: e: 
basis of the reject! o ■ 

i . i v t c a 1 ! t i <. n 1 oh 

to claim 3 s a enm <. ? urce line connected to m 

thd t fh*> d d w rrent w>orc . ected to oh. , _< t < ; 

element. Accordingly, for at least the reasons noted above with respect to claim 3, applicant 
requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of claim 16 and its dependent claims 17 
and it 

dm 21 depend epe t no Po c s 4 cms d above with 

respect o clam >° Wvp iswoiM.a ion i t h ^ < > ow > . ^ m of claim 

21 

Coadssfoiss 

S 'K v\vu a a ' v. 1 ' t 1 ^ vSU i;H^v,a\ ^> eC Ol 

a reply i a specific rejection, issue or comment does not goii \ u w ith: or concession 
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1 ct sue or commen c ei s d not be 

O t v * K v. t < ^ be it s - > -> n v ! t ! j v ! ^ o i. n\J 

thai have not been expressed. Finally, nothing in this reply should be construed as an intent to 
conoid*, any issue wi«h regard t anycfpm >oo"i^^. . , k > » 

i > i e t ^ J V ikl 1 t\ 

prior to it i i e di \ nt 

Vp| n 1 i condmot'i tor allowance 

N e i I i ly eh ts to Deposit Account No 

1050. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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